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[] B. Hayata: Am interpretation of Goethe’s Blatt in his “ Metamorphose 
der Pflauzem ”, as am explanation of the principle of natural classification 

(Icon. PI. Formos. 10: 75~95, 1921) j; j) <D$Ptfi 

Since my return from Tonkin (Indo-Ghina), in August 1917, I have been reflecting 

on the principle of natural classification.Current opinion demands that natural 

classification be based on the evolution theory,.I have come to entertain strong 

doubts as to the correctness of this principle, so generally accepted by modern 
systematizers; for my twenty years’ experience in systematic botany has steadily led 
me into quite a different channel of thought. This I now venture to make public, 

although I am aware that it will meet with a great deal of opposition.When 

we interpret, on the contrary, the Blatt or Urpflanze as a real entity, then the 
changes of organs or species are different in their courses according to the time and 

circumstances, and therfore are indeterminable and dydamic.the view of 

manifold interrelation of organs or species,.The principle of natural clas¬ 
sification should be founded.on the participation theory, the dynamic system, 

and the manifold views of the mutability. (jlpt[±J j®j) 
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